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Sir. 

Before the Gmt of the above-captioned patent applicatian, please add new claims 22-30, as 
shown on the attached claim pages. 

Reason why the amandment Is needed and was not presented earUer: 

yfhiie reviewing the allowed claims with the Inventor, an ''antecedent basis" issue was first 
discovered, namely that Ac last paragraph of allowed independent claim 1 7 recites "the owner or 
opetator of the equipment without having first intioduced "an owner or opeasrtoi". Additionally, 

examiner's Statement of Reasms For Allowance which accompanied die Notice of Allowability, 
states that one of the unique features of the claimed invention is "the sgSQtuLconiputer^eing 
preprogrammed to at least partially disable. . . Applicant believes that this statement indicates a need 
for more clarity in this claim. Specifically, although in some cmbodiineots of the invention the second 
computer may also be preprogrammed to provide this fimction, note that allowed claim 19 requires that it 
is the first connwter that is preprogrammed to provide the at least partial disablement 

Rather than amend allowed claim 17 to resolve Aese matters, it would be desirable to have a new 
mdcpcndcnt claim like clafan 17 vidch makes these darifications. It is fdt that a new claim that is a 
combination of allowed claims 17 and 19 would be a cleaner way to aoooovlish tiiis result 
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Accordingly, presented h«reVy is a new claim 22, which is siattlaf to a comWnaBon of allowed 
claims 17 and 19. and new claims 23-30 which depend from new claim 22. New dependent claims 23-30 
conespond exactly to allowed dependent claims 1 8-20 and 7-1 1. 

To reduce the amount of woA required by the Examiner to cwsider this amendment after 
aQowance, attached hereto on a separate page is a copy of new daim 22, comparing its fajjuage to that of 
aUowedclaim n, where words added ittdaim 22 ai« shown in bold and underlined, and deleted words 

- are dwwn in brackets and striisBOuL 

Support for ftc added languafie which more specifically states that it is the first computer system 
that is preprogrammed to provide the "at least partial disabling", can be dearly finmd m the originaUy 
filed papers, as follows: 

• Allowed claims 4 and 19 state tijat it is the first computer system Aat causes ti»e disabling, since 
it is the second con?>uter system Aat communicates an enable code to the first computer system 
to at least partially prevent it (the first computer system) from such (Usabling. 

• As noted throughout the specification, such as at paragraph 552, 613 and 656, preprogtaimning of 
an equipment to automatlcaUy at least partially disable (e.g.. in a vendrngmacWne, to sdectively 
stop providing requested product to the user) canbe based. e.g„ on accumulation to a 
predetermined value of a given operational parameter of the equipmeni during operation of the 
equipment. For example, paragraph 552 clearly states ftat the control system for controlling the 
article retrieval mechanism of 4e vending madiine is ^Aat is preprogrammed. 



PASTCORP INC 

Qionp Alt U.: 3651 



Reason why the new daims are patentable and no additional search or examlaatioD b 
needed. newly presented claims are clearly patentable and no additional search or 

exammation is needed because 4iey basically comprise a combination of the allowed claims 17 and 19. 
Similarly, new dependent claims 23-30 conespond exactly with allowed dependent claims 18-20 and 7- 
1 1 . Thus, no additional search or examination is n eed ed. 



Reason why this amendment should be entered: 
In addition to the above^oted reasons outHnhig why the claims sre just now being presented, and why no 
new search is required and why the claims are patentable, it is noted ftat no more than a cursory review of 
the record is necessary, and entry would not involve any materially added work on the part of the office. 
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Extra Claim Fee: 

Pexmission is hereby given to charge ttit stnal] entity extm claim fees, believed to be $1 16 (S44 
for one independent claim, plus S72 £Dr eight dependent claims at $9 eaO» to appUcaatS deposit account 
501960. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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